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a 
CARRAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
+a the following 


=x REPORT 
Deas 


[To accompany 8. 2271] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 2271) for the relief of Carol Ann Hutchins (Sybille Schubert 
having considered the same, reports favorably thereon without amead- 
ment and recommends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of the bill is to provide for the admission into the 
United States of a minor alien child adopted by Captain and Mrs. 
LaVern C. Hutchins. The child would be considered to be a non- 
quota immigrant which is the status normally enjoyed by the alien 
minor children of citizens of the United States. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The beneficiary of the bill was bora in Germany on Se pte ‘mber 22, 
1950, and has been adopted by Captain and Mrs. LaVern C. Hutchins, 
who are citizens of the United States. 

Senator Carl Hayden, the author of the bill, has submitted the 
following information in support of the bill: 


STATE DEPARTMENT, 
Visa Division, 
August 28S. 1951. 
In reply refer to VD 150 Schubert, Sybille. 
Hon. Cart HaypbeEN, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator Haypen: I refer to your letter of July 19, 1951 (and to 
my interim acknowledgment of July 20) enclosing the attached communication 
from First Lt. LaVern C. Hutchins, One Thousand Nine Hundred and Seventy- 
Second AACS Squadron, APO 407—A, care of Postmaster, New York, N. ¥ 
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requesting certain information in connection with the possible admission of his 
adopted daughter, Sybille Schubert (Carol Ann Hutchins), into the United 
States from Germany. 

While the Immigration Act of 1924, as amended, provides nonquota status for 
the unmarried minor children of an American citizen, the term “child”? as used 
in the act does not include a child by adoption. Consequently legal adoption 
of a foreign child by an American citizen will not affect his status under the quota 
provisions of the law and he will have to apply for a eee immigration 
visa within the quota of his respective country of birt! The only quota immi- 
grants who are entitled to preference unde the law are enumerated in paragraph 
5 of the enclosed leaflet, VD—General. 

Therefore, unless special legislation is passed by the Congress te establish non- 
quota status for the child in question, she will have to await her regular turn under 
the nonpreference portion of the German quota, the quota of her country of birth, 
in the issuance of an immigration visa. Since the nonpreference portion of the 
German quota is oversubscribed it is anticipated that the child will encounter 
some delay because of quota restrictions. 

The circumstances surrqunding the case of the child are appreciated. However, 
there is no Way under existing laws and regulations whereby the daughter's entry 
into the United States for permanent residence may be expedited. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. J. L’Hevurevx, Chief, Visa Division, 


1972p AACS SaquaprRon, APO 407—A, c/o PM, 
New York, N. Y., July 13, 1961. 
Hon. Cart HAYDEN, 
Senator From Arizona. 

Dear Srr: My wife and I find that a problem has arisen regarding a visa for 
our adopted child and it is possible that you may be able to help alleviate the 
situation. 

We are in the process of completing the adoption papers for a child which was 
born near Munich, Germany, on September 22, 1950. Because of the date of 
birth she is not authorized a visa on a nonquota basis. 

The nature of my duties connect me quite closely with the processing of mar- 
riages of military personnel and German nationals so I know that these wives 
are given nonquota visas. It does not seem logical that German wives should 
be able to procure nonquota visas and a child who is legally adopted by American 
personnel be required to wait for a quota visa. 

Is it possible to reque st passage of a special bill to permit our daughter to obtain 
a nonquota visa? Our request for a quota visa was submitted on April 24, 1951, 
but the American Consulate advised us that the delay in obtaining the visa will 
undoubtedly exceed my scheduled rotation to the United States in November. 

Our child’s legal name is Sybille Schubert, but will be changed to Carol Ann 
Hutchins as soon as the completed papers are returned to us. 

We would certainly appreciate any help which you might be able to give us. 
Our permanent address is routg 1, box 100, Glendale, Ariz. 

Sincerely, 
LaVerRN C. Hutcuins, First Lt., USAF. 


1972d AACS Sauvapron, APO 407—A, c/o PM, 
New York, N. Y., September 10, 1961. 
Hon. Cart HAYDEN, 
United States Senate, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Senator HaypEN: Reference is made to your letter of August 31, 1951. 

The following documents are enclosed as you requested: Report of HICOG 
Review Board; HICOG approval for the German courts to act in our adoption 
case; complete copy of the German court proceedings; birth certificate. 

Due to the fact that I am scheduled for rotation to the United States in Novem- 
ber, respectfully request that action be taken as soon as possible. If it appears 
that a bill cannot be completed before November 10, 1951, will you please advise 
me as to the approximate date you believe that the action will be concluded. 

Mrs. Hutchins is a citizen of the United States. Her maiden name was Priscilla 
Bennett. She has a passport with number 262 (Dp—66980), issued on January 28, 
1949. 
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As I mentioned in my first letter our daughter’s name was Sybille Schubert, 
but the copy of the revised birth certificate is included to indicate that legal 
action has been completed and her name is now Carol Ann Hutchins. 

Sincerely, 
LaVern C. Hutcuins, Captain, USAF. 

The documents referred to in the above quoted letter from Captain 
Hutchins to Senator Hayden are in the files of the Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The committee, after consideration of all the facts in the case, is 
of the opinion that the bill (S. 2271) should be enacted 
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